CHARLES,  LAUD AND  WENTWORTH
man. His mind, always moderate in temper,, was
not readily flexible, and where a Wentworth or a
Selden might see means of accommodation, he could
see none. The Court in 1633, the date of the great
Whitehall Masque, was wilfully blind to the danger
that was brewing in the country, but if now and
again Charles or Wentworth or Laud gave a stray
thought to the challenge with which one day they
might be met, Hampden would be foremost among
those whom they would know to be irreconcilable.
He had made no great reputation in the House as a
speaker, but before the last Parliament had been
dismissed he had acquired an authority second to
none in his party. It was in his firm moderation that
the secret of his strength lay. Any kind of oratorical
effect would have been disdained by a mind that was
intent only on applying deeply-rooted principles to
the daily conduct of the national life. This was a
strength of character that rose above the caprices of
political fashion. It cared nothing for party con-
siderations in its desire for the common good.
Hampden, in fact, was not at heart a politician
at all. If he had been born in an age of responsible
government nothing would have pleased him better
than to exercise his influence as a landed squire in
the seclusion of a county, and leave the direction of
the country's affairs in other hands. But it was
precisely this disinterested kind of nature that was
most profoundly stirred to action by the political
corruption of Charles and his ministers. The Puritan
Revolution was led not by politicians who saw a
chance and took it, but by men who after long
reluctance obeyed a national call that could no
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